Dec ember 13, 1971 


Mr. Harrison Salisbury 
The Hew York Times 
229 West li.3rd Street 
Hew York, Hew York IOO 36 

Dear Mr. Salisbury: 

If "truth" was ever David Belin's "only goal", he assuredly aban- 
doned it in that shameful self -defamation with which you, in incredi- 
bly poor taste, commemorated the assassination of President Kennedy. 

You, pwesenally, should have known better because I, personally, put 
the disproof into your hands long before Mr. Bolin’s nagging con- 
science drove him to such lengths. You read my first two books on 
the Kennedy assassination in manuscript, remember. The second seems 
to have figured in -your "re-investige tion" that, lamentably, got no- 
where. Both make a record ^ ; i&s^Belih:l:haaaeleeted never to address. 

It is not a record he can call "independent" or "honest". 

Hot one of his 13 points is true as he uses them. Take the first, V, 
that the ballistics evidence proves the Tippit killing was done with i : . 
the so-called Oswald pistol. The FBI says the contrary, that it could.* 
not identify the bullets with that pistol (and the cartridge cases 
don't match the bullets, either). Or the last, which attributes mean- 
ing it does not have to the finding of the so-called Oswald rifle and 
clipboard. Mr. Selin was careful not to tell you how many times that 
place was searched without turning up the clipboard, which happened 
months later and after many painstaking searches. To this day there 
has been no proof connecting that rifle with the assassination. It 
was not of news interest to The Hew York Times, but I filed suit for 
that evidence, the speetrographic analyses. It is and has been sup- 
pressed, which does not persuade that it "proves" that rifle alone 
was used. 

Or, go to the middle, where Mr. Belin (Ho. 8) brags of "the time se- 
quences. I personally checked out in retracing Oswald's steps from the 
time of the assasslafclon to the scene of the Tippit murder". What he 
does not say Is what his time checking did prove - that Oswald could 
not have reached the scene of that crime until at least five minutes 
after it was on the polioe radio! 

Mr. Belin's quest for "truth" led him to misrepresent the evidence 
abouj when this crime was committed and who actually notified the 
police of this murder and how. It was T. F. Bowley who used the police 
radio, and at a time that eliminated the possibility Oswald could have 
committed that crime - by at least 10 minutes by Mr. Belin 's own "check". 
Knowing this, Mr. Belin simply didn't use Mr. Bowley as a witness. If 
you want Bowley *s affidavit, from the Commission's files, in Mr. Belin's 
area of responsibility, I will be happy to give you a copy. 
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If perfection is not a state of man and your and the Times' earlv e* . rn i«. 
can be explained, that time has long since passed. 

L?? pe ? 0U , wi11 fcaijav^fcow much I regret that jon have been part of 
this. It is an acute disappointment. ■ — . ■ 

Perhaps the day will come when you and others at the Times will ask 
Tour-selvas what the stata of the country la when you aS such a paper 



serve so invidious a role; when the writer’s obligations must be 
assumed to the point of bankruptcy by so Unimportant a man as I, 
only to be regularly libeled by the Times and the literary whores 
it pays and make famous, Kaplan being but one. 


lathis context, I recommend the Times* November 22 editorial, "The 
Liberty to Know". It should sound as persuasive as 'love in the 
mouth of a harlot. 


Sincerely, 


Harold Weisberg 



